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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the Amendment filed on April 27, 2006. 
Claims 1 and 16 have been amended. Claims 1-31 are presented for examination. 
Claims 1-53 are pending. All objects and rejections not repeated below are withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6, 10, 16-18, 19, 21, 25 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Taylor (US Patent 5,530,232) in view of Rawat et al. (US 
Patent 6,662,340). 

As to claims 1 and 16, Taylor disclosed a method for communicating data from a 
plurality of data sources to a plurality of data targets in a data processing system 
having a plurality of connection mechanisms for establishing logical connections 
between data sources and data targets, the method comprising: 

selecting one of a plurality of applications associated with a first data source (col. 
4, lines 44-47), wherein each of the plurality of data source applications has a plurality 
of data elements (col. 4, lines 49-56); 
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mapping/linking a data element from the first data source to a data entry field 
using a drag-and-drop operation (col. 5, lines 25-46); and 

automatically associating a data element on a second data source corresponding 
to the mapped data element with the data entry field of the selected data target 
application (col. 5, line 25 - col. 6, line 36). 

In addition to the indicated lines and columns from the reference above, the step 
of drag-and-drop or making it automatic is insignificant since making an operation 
manual or automatic is unpatentable. 

Furthermore, the step of associating the data element from the source to the 
target is an inherent feature in this field of invention since it is required by the system to 
correctly map the data and associate them accordingly to avoid any errors arises from 
mismatching the corresponded entries. 

Taylor did not explicitly disclose a method of: 

displaying to the user a plurality of applications associated with the data target, 
wherein each of the plurality of the data target applications has a plurality of data entry 
fields; and 

selecting one of the plurality of applications associated with the data target based 
on a second input from the user. 

However, Rawat et al. discloses a method of: 
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displaying to the user a plurality of applications associated with the data target, 
wherein each of the plurality of the data target applications has a plurality of data entry 
fields (See Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 28-36); and 

selecting one of the plurality of applications associated with the data target based 
on a second input from the user. See col. 4, line 63 - col. 5, line 1 . 

It would have been obvious to one having an ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the Applicant's invention to combine the method of Taylor with the method of Rawat et 
al. since it is advantageous to provide an intelligent, fully automated form filler that maps 
the fields of an electronic form by parsing visual page elements, such as the user-visible 
field labels as taught by Rawet et al. at col. 3, lines 47-50. 

As to claims 2 and 17, Taylor disclosed a method further comprising copying a 
value stored in a data entry field to a data element associated with the second data 
source, provided the value stored in the data entry field has been mapped to the data 
element. See col. 5, line 25 - col. 6, line 36. 

As to claims 3 and 18, Taylor disclosed a method, wherein mapping further 
comprises mapping a data element to a plurality of data entry fields, wherein the data 
element from the second data source is automatically associated with the plurality of 
data entry fields of the selected data target application. See col. 4, line 57 - col. 5, line 
24, col. 5, lines 25-46, and col. 6. 
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As to claims 4 and 19, Taylor disclosed a method, wherein mapping further 
comprises the step of reading data from the first data source, transforms the data, and 
writes to the selected data target application has been performed. See col. 4, line 44 - 
col. 5, line 54. 

Further review indicates that a script is a software program that was previously 
programmed with the function of reading the data from the data source. 

Noted that Taylor disclosed a method of reading the data from the data source. 
See col. 4, line 44 - col. 5, line 54. 

Therefore, Taylor is inherently containing a program code (a script) in order to 
perform an equivalent task in the claim invention. 

As to claims 5 and 20, although Taylor did not explicitly disclose a step of writing 
the transformed data to an output file when a previous mapping from the first data 
source to the selected data target application has not been performed. 
However, it would have been obvious to one having an ordinary skill in the art to realize 
that the said step is a well-known method in the computer art and data communication 
since the updated data should be saved to an output file during the execution period or 
before the system is terminated in order to keep the newly updated data consistent with 
the information that was supposed to be updated. Therefore, it is obvious to one having 
an ordinary skill in the art at the time the applicant invention to realize that writing data 
to an output file is well known and unpatentable. 
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As to claims 6 and 21 , Taylor disclosed a method, wherein the first data source is 
a smart card. See col. 3, lines 47-66. 

As to claims 7 and 22, although Taylor did not explicitly disclose the data target is 
a Microsoft Windows ™ -based application. However, it would have been obvious to 
one having an ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to include 
the data target to be a Microsoft Windows TM - based application since Microsoft 
Windows ™ Operation System is a well-known OS and being used widely over the 
world. 

As to claims 8 and 23, although Taylor did not explicitly disclose the step of 
mapping further comprises storing data elements of the second data source in an 
output file when a previous mapping from the first data source to the selected data 
target application has not been performed. 

However, it would have been obvious to one having an ordinary skill in the 
computer art at the time of the applicant's invention to realize that said step is a well- 
known method in the computer art and data communication method since the updated 
data should be saved to an output file during the execution period or before the system 
is terminated in order to keep the newly updated data consistent with the information 
that was supposed to be updated. Therefore, it is obvious to one having an ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the applicant invention to realize that writing data to an output 
file is well known and unpatentable. 
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As to claims 9 and 23, Taylor disclosed the step of storing data elements of the 
second data source in an output file which is a well-known method in the computer art 
and data communication method since the updated data should be saved to an output 
file during the execution period or before the system is terminated in order to keep the 
newly updated data consistent with the information that was supposed to be updated. 

Therefore, it is obvious to one having an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
applicant invention to realize that writing data to an output file is well known and 
unpatentable. 

As to claims 10, 25, and 31 , Taylor disclosed a method for communicating data 
from a plurality of data sources to a plurality of data targets in a data processing 
system having a plurality of connection mechanisms for establishing logical 
connections between data sources and data targets, the method comprising: 
reading data from a data source (col. 4, lines 14-19); 
if the read data has been mapped to a data entry field associated with a data 
target application using a drag-and-drop operation, associating the read data with the 
data entry field (col. 5, lines 25-46); and 

Taylor did not particularly teach a method of storing the data in an output file if it 
has not mapped to a data entry field associated with a data target application. 

Rawat et al. teaches a method of storing the user profile on a server and 
retrieved by the client. See page 5, lines 50-51 , wherein the user profile is the data file 
containing the data entry associated with the target application of the client. Since the 
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data entry is stored on the server side therefore it is considered as an output file to be 
used by the client. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having an ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to realize that if the read data has not been mapped to 
a data entry field associated with a data target application then store the read data in 
an output file. The advantage of storing the data to an output file at the server side if 
the data has not been mapped to its target application is to readily or automatically 
provided to the client/target application the data from the server once it is requested by 
the target application as disclosed by Rawat et al. on col. 2, lines 47-50. 

As to claims 1 1 and 26, Taylor disclosed a method, wherein associating further 
comprises associating the read data with a plurality-of data entry fields corresponding 
to the data target application. See col. 5, line 25 - col. 6, line 36. 

As to claims 12 and 27, Taylor disclosed method, wherein the data source is a 
smart card. See col. 3, lines 47-66. 

As to claims 13, 14, 28, and 29, the output file is a text file (claims 13 and 28) or 
hypertext markup language file (claims 14 and 29) are well-known and useful file 
formats in computer art at the time of the applicant's invention since either file can 
easily change their extensions to .html or backward to .txt while avoiding any 
accidental lost of data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having an 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the method of 
claims 13, 14, 28, and 29 into the system of Taylor to arrive at the invention of claims 
13, 14, 28, and 29, respectively. 

As to claims 15 and 30, although Taylor did not explicitly disclosed the data 
target is a Microsoft Windows ™ -based application. However, it would have been 
obvious to one having an ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention 
to include the data target to be a Microsoft Windows TM - based application since 
Microsoft Windows ™ Operation System is a well-known OS and being used widely 
over the world. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 16 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by Applicant's 
amendment. 

4. With respect to arguments to claims 10, 25, and 31 : 

Applicants request the Examiner to provide documentary evidence to support the 
obviousness rejection of claims 10, 25, and 31 . This has been done; please refer to 
claim rejections above. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh D. Vo whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
0708. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9AM-5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Reginald G. Bragdon can be reached on (571 ) 272-4204. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/735,628 



Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2189 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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